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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 01/18/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

• As argued by applicants at page 1 : 

As amended, independent Claims 6 (and similarly claims 13 and 20) in the present application 
recites: 

... during installation of a communications program subsequent to setting access controls for each 
communications program within the data processing, system as a function of the content label categories and 
associated user restrictions, checking for existing access control settings for other communications programs 
and setting access controls for the communications program being installed utilizing the existing access 
control settings 

As recited, this element of the independent claims requires "checking " for existing access control 
settings, and "setting" access controls for the communication program being installed. Duffy neither 
teaches nor suggests these steps of the present invention. 

Examiner respectfully traverses because of the following reasons: 
As illustrated by Duffy at FIG. 1, client 14 includes retrieve module 18, rate 
module 20 and screen module 44 (Col. 4 Lines 20-34). Retrieve module 18 uses 
different protocol, e.g., HTTP, FTP, Gopher, to retrieve a document from network 16, 
and the retrieved document is rated by rate module 20 (Col. 3, Lines 35-65) based on 
rate file 24 as access control setting (FIG. 3, Col. 7, Line 29-Col. 8, Line 24). As shown at 
FIG. 4, retrieve module 18 communicates the document address, either an IP or non-IP 
address, to screen module 44. If address is non-IP, e.g., URL address or email address, 
and if the address has been rated, document rating in rate file 24 as existing access control 
setting is used to check document rating with user rating. Granting or denying access as 
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setting access control is determined at box 312 and 316 based on the process of checking 
at box 310 via rate file 24 as existing access control setting (Col. 8, Line 24-Col. 9, Line 6). 

The question is the process of screening should apply when a communication 
program is installed at the client. The answer is yes, because: 

(1) retrieve module 18 and screen module 44 are different modules; 

(2) retrieve module contains a set of different communication programs, e.g., 
HTTP, FTP, Gopher... 

(3) regardless of a protocol is used to retrieve a document, the document has to 
be screened by using rate file 24 before access control is set. 

Thus, in real life scenario, if a communication program is not in the client and 
lately installed, e.g., Gopher, and used to retrieve a document, checking access control 
and setting access control as discussed above is processed as usual, because access 
control is based on rate file 24, and applied to all communication programs. 

• As argued by applicants at pages 1 and 2: 

such a modification of Duffy is not consistent with the operation of the Duffy system. Instead, client 14 
is not updated when a new communication program is installed on the computer. 

Access controls within the individual communication programs are not modified or accessed by any 
part of the system or methodology taught by Duffy. Duffy teaches an independent system of rating and 
screening documents from the actual communication systems used to retrieve the documents. 



If a communication program is being installed on computer 50 nothing within client 14 interacts with 
the communication program to set its access controls. 
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Examiner respectfully traverses because the system is consistent and operable if 
a protocol is lately installed as discussed above. Additionally, there is no need of 
modifying access control within the individual communication program because access 

controls within the individual communication programs are not modified \S not required in the Claimed 

invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 6, 13 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Duffy et al. [USP 5,911,043]. 
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Regarding to claims 6, 13 and 20, Duffy teaches a system and method of 
providing an automated rating to a wide variety of access technologies used in a global 
computer network like the Internet. 

As shown in FIG. 3, document ratings 202 illustrates sex and violence rating 
categories, and may include other rating categories, such as profanity, racism, nudity, 
and others. Category rating 210 corresponds to a range of numerical ratings 208 and 
designates different content label categories, such as early childhood [EC] for the youngest 
viewers; kids to adults [KA] for everyone six years and over... (Col. 7, Lines 42-61). In 
short, the technique as discussed performs the claimed obtaining content label categories at 
the data processing system that present a unique label identifying the type of content for each 
respective category of a plurality of categories. 

Duffy further discloses a screen module for preventing inappropriate retrieval of 
information based on user ratings as in FIG. 4. User ratings correspond to the rating 
categories, e.g., sex, violence, profanity, of document ratings (Col. 5, Lines 8-12), and 
can be associated with a user name, password of the user of client 14 (Col. 6, Lines 36- 
40). The screen module 44 determines if the retrieved document ratings are greater or 
smaller than the user ratings in order to grant or deny access to a document (Col. 8, 
Lines 43-52). As seen, the user rating as associated user restrictions at the data 
processing system defining at least one user's access privileges to each respective 
category of the plurality of categories and will be compare with category ratings as 
content label categories. Or in other words, the technique as discussed indicates the 



Application/Control Number: 09/549,966 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2162 

Step Of obtaining associated user restrictions at the data processing system defining at least one user's 
access privileges to each respective category of the plurality of categories as a function of the content 
label categories. 

Referring back to FIG. 3, the category ratings as content label categories and user 
rating as associated user restrictions is distributed to each of a plurality of communications programs 
within the data processing system, wherein at least two of the communication programs employ 
different communication protocols (Col. 2, Lines 13-20 and Col. 8, Lines 6-24). 

As shown in FIG. 4, retrieve module 18 uses different protocol, e.g., HTTP, FTP, 
Gopher, to retrieve a document from network 16 (Col. 3, Lines 35-48). Retrieve module 
18 communicates the document address, either an IP or non-IP address, to screen 
module 44. If address is non-IP, e.g., URL address or email address, and if the address 
has been rated, document rating is used to compare document rating with user rating. 
Granting or denying access as setting access control is determined at box 312 and 316 
based on the process of comparing. As seen, granting or denying access as access 
control is set for different protocols as at least two of the communications programs within the 
data processing system that employ different communications protocols based on the comparing 

process a function o/document rating contains content label categories and user rating as 

associated user restrictions. 

As shown at FIG. 4, retrieve module 18 communicates the document address, 
either an IP or non-IP address, to screen module 44. If address is non-IP, e.g., URL 
address or email address, and if the address has been rated, document rating in rate 
file 24 as existing access control setting is used to check document rating with user rating. 
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Granting or denying access as setting access control is determined at box 312 and 316 
based on the process of checking at box 31 0 via rate file 24 as existing access control 
setting (Col. 8, Line 24-Col. 9, Line 6). 

Duffy does not explicitly teach the step of checking existing access control 
setting, and setting access controls utilizing the existing access control setting is applied 
during installation of a communication program subsequent to setting access controls for each 
communications program within the data processing system as a function of the content label 
categories and associated user restrictions. 

However, in real life scenario, after setting access controls for each communications 
program within the data processing system as a function of the content label categories and associated 

user restrictions as discussed above, if a communication program is not in the client, 
obviously, can be installed, e.g., Gopher is not in the client and installed into retrieve 
module. After the installation, Gopher is then used to retrieve a document. Checking 
access control and setting access control as discussed above is processed as usual, 
because access control is based on rate file 24, not the communication program. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HUNG Q. PHAM whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4040. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, JOHN E. BREENE can be reached on 571-272-4107. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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